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Dear Sir: ^ 

In response to .the Office Action dated 30 April 2003 which provides for a restriction 
requirement under 35 U. S.C. 121, applicants respectfully traverse the requirement for the reasons 
stated helow. In the event the Examiner's restriction is maintained, applicants elect claims 15, 17 
and 18 of Group II drawn to a mandrel, without prejudice to proceeding with the non-elected 
claims in continuation or divisional applications. 

A careful review of the claims of Group II indicate the illogical basis for the Examiner's 
grouping of claims. While it is true that claims 1-7 are drawn to a process for fabricating a 
mandrel without limitation as to the type of mandrel, all of the remaining claims make express 
reference (directly or by reference to an incorporated claim) to an inkjet printhead mandrel ! 
Claims 17-18 cover "An ink-jet printhead mandrel . . ."; claim 16 covers an ink-jet printhead 
fabricated on the ink-jet mandrel of claim 15; claim 15 covers an inkjet mandrel made in 
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accordance with the process of claim 8; and claim 8 (and its dependent claims 9-14) covers a 
process for fabricating an ink-jet printhead mandrel "wherein said third features define shape, 
location and geometry of features of an ink-jet printhead to be electroformed using said 
mandrel". 

So it is submitted that an examination of all claims 8-18 will require substantially 
overlapping searches in the ink-jet printing field for structural features, fabrication methods and 
ink-jet printhead features based on applicants' unique ink-jet printhead mandrel. It is believed 
that dividing up these claims is not authorized or necessary. 

Under the circumstances applicants are willing to accept a restriction and withdrawal of 
claims 1-7 as covering a possible distinct invention, but earnestly request reconsideration so that 
the closely inter-related claims 8-18 can be examined together as covering different related 
aspects of a specifically recited ink-jet printhead mandrel and printheads made therefrom. 
Respectfully submitted, 
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